
United States Patent and Trademark Office 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
United States Patent and Trademark Oflice 
Addiess: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS 
P.O. Boa 1450 

Alexandria, Viisinia 223 13- 1450 
www.usplo.gov 



APPLICATION NO. 



HLING DATE 



FIRST NAMED INVENTOR 



ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. CONFIRMATION NO. 



10/805,320 



03/22/2004 



Koji Kanazawa 



22852 7590 01/04/2006 

FINNEGAN, HENDERSON, FARABOW, GARRETT & DUNNER 
LLP 

901 NEW YORK AVENUE, NW 
WASHINGTON, DC 20001-4413 



04329.3282 



9086 



EXAMINER 



ZEWDU, MELESSNMN 



ART UNIT 



PAPER NUMBER 



2683 



DATE MAILED: 01/04/2006 



Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding. 



PTO-90C (Rev. 10/03) 



Office Action Summary 


Application No. 

10/805,320 


Applicant(s) 
KANAZAWA ET AL. 


Examiner 
Meless N. Zewdu 


Art Unit 

2683 





- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 
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DETAILED ACTION 



1. 



This action is the first on the merit of the instant application. 



2. 



Claims 1-13 are pending in this action. 



Claim Objections 



Claims 1, 6-8. 12 and 13 are objected to because of the following informalities: 
the claims recite "device wirelessly connectable". See for instance, claim 1 , in line 4 and 
claim 8, in line 5. This is not a positive recitation and examiner suggests applicant to 
replace the phrase with 'device wirelessly coupled/connected". Appropriate correction 
is required. 



The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



Claims 1,4 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Meade, II (US 2003/0073412 A1) in view of Tanaka et al. (Tanaka) (JP 
2003036492 A). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



As per claim 1: an electronic apparatus (see fig. 2, element 50), comprising: 
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a communication device which communicates with a mobile device and a 
plurality of devices via a network, the mobile device being wirelessly connectable to the 

network (see fig. 2, elements 12, 13, 26 and 50. But. Meade does not explicitly 
teach about a control unit configured to determine whether the mobile device is 
disconnected from the network (going out of rage) and a message sending unit 
configured to send an alarm message to one of the devices by communication between 
the one of the devices and the communication device when the mobile device is 
disconnected from the network, as claimed by applicant. However, in a related field of 
endeavor, Tanaka teaches about a technique wherein a person carrying a mobile 
device goes out of a house/facility, a monitoring device (in house/facility), based on RF 
distance/proximity detection, sends an alarm so as to inform a family or helper (see 
abstract and solution). Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to add Tanaka's proximity monitoring device 
(home appliance) to the teaching of Meade for the advantage of preventing a person 
having a wandering habit from starting wandering and preventing a child or pet from 
being lost (see problem to be solved). But, Meade in view of Tanaka does not explicitly 
teach whether or not the device that receives the message is currently powered on, as 
claimed by applicant. However, in a related field of endeavor. Dresti teaches about a 
remote control device with appliance awareness capability wherein the remote unit bi- 
directionally communicates, via IR or RF, with a home appliance having a power 
monitor associated with (see abstract; col. 3, lines 51-67) and thereby determine the 
current power state of the appliance (see col. 2, lines 30-46). Therefore, it would have 
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been obvious for one of ordinary sl<ill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
further modify the above references with the teaching of DrestI for the advantage of 
providing the above modified system a power awareness feature (see col. 1 , lines 6-8). 
As per claim 8: the features of claim 8 are similar to the features of claim 1 . Hence, 
claim 8 is rejected on the same ground and motivation as claim 1 . 
As per claim 4: Tanaka teaches an electronic apparatus, wherein the alarm message 
includes a message to make a notification that the mobile device moves outside a 
communication area capable of wireless communication with the network (see abstract). 

Claims 5 and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
references applied to claims 1 and 8 above, and further in view of Qutta et al. (Gutta) 
(US 2002/0169583 Al). 

As per claim 5: the above references teach (for example Tanaka) sending an alarm 
message to a pre-designated mobile phone (helper 9) when the mobile phone is 
disconnected from the network. But, the references (applied to claim 1) do not explicitly 
teach about a means for sending electronic mail including the alarm message, as 
claimed by applicant. However, in a related field of endeavor, Gutta, in an automatic 
svstem for monitoring person recuirina care and his/her caretaker , teaches about 
sending alamn signal by several sending means, including an e-mail (see page 6, 
paragraph 100; page 7, paragraphs 0103-0107). Therefore, it would have been obvious 
for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to further modify 
the above references with the teaching of Guptta for the advantage of providing a 
supervisors more infomnative infomnation (see page 1, paragraph 0015). 
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As per claim 1 1 : the feature of claim 1 1 is similar to the feature of claim 5. Hence, 
claim 1 1 1s rejected on the same ground and motivation as claim 5. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 2-3, 6-7, 9-10 and 12-13 are objected to as being dependent upon a 
rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all 
of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Meless N. Zewdu whose telephone number is (571 ) 
272-7873. The examiner can nomnally be reached on 8:30 am to 5:00 pm.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, William Trost can be reached on (571 ) 272-7872. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Infonmation Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status Information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more infonmation about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Any inquiry of a general nature relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
2600. 

Meless Zewdu 




Examiner 
12 December 2005. 



